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This thesis considers alternative forms of building contract currently in use in the
Australian building industry today. lt initially provides information on the history of
contract law, legal terminology and legal issues. ln addition, it investigates issues relating to
the historical use of standard forms of contract, their content, structure, intent and
adaptation. A review of the most commonly used forms of contract, applicable to medium to
large scale projects, is provided as a basis of understanding to subsequent investigation and
discussion of the underlying reasons for the development of non-standard forms of contract.
There have been many changes within the Australian building industry over the last two
decades. lt is these changes which have been primarily responsible for the subsequent
divergence from traditional methods of project delivery and standard forms of contract. The
thesis examines the most significant influences attributable to these changes and discusses
various issues including political, economic, industrial and social factors. The consequences
of these changes are considered in relation to their effect upon building industry
participants, including architects, the building process and systems of project delivery.
A variety of alternative methods of project delivery are discussed, together with an
investigation of the resultant forms of building contract used. The thesis investigates the
nature of such contracts, with particular emphasis on novation contracts. Case Studies are
also examined with reference being made to the actual contracts employed on specific
projects, and the development of new standard forms of contract. The emergence of other
developments such as quality assurance programmes are also considered, providing an
insight into their potential and actual effect upon project delivery and their incorporation
into the new forms of contract. The final chapter is a summary in part, and it proposes
future developments within the Australian building industry.
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